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~" - The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- tf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wilt be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply wilt, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1)[I] Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 06 January 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)H This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fornnal matters, prosecution as to the nnerits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 C D. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) 1-12 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1^5 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 6-12 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the pnority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 

Attachment! s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s) 

2) D Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 7^8 6) □ Other: 



U S P stent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev 04-01 ) Office Action Sunnmary Part of Paper No 1 2 



'Application/Control Number: 09/966 J32 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1723 



DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 



Claim 12 IS objected to because of the following inf ;)rmalities: It erroneously depends trom 
Itself. I examiner assumes it depends from claim 1 1 for examinanon purpose. .Appropriate 
correcnon is rec]uired. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs ot 35 U.S.C^ 102 that tonn the 
basis for the rejecnons under this section made in this Ottice acnon: 

A person shall he cTititlcd Id a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was descnhed m (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(1:)), by another tiled in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent 
bv another tiled m the rmted States lx.'fore the invention by the ;ipplicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined m section 331(a) shall have the effects for pur^:>oses of this subsection of an 
application filed m the L'niied States only if the international application designated the Tnited States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the l^nglish language. 

Claims 7 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bowers et al 



(US 6,269,957 Bl). 

I'he applied reference has a common assignee with the inst^uit applicanon. Based upon the 
earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it co^nsntutes nru^r Art under 35 U.S.C l()2(e). This 
rejecnon under 35 U.S.C^. l()2(e) might be overcome either by a showing under 37 C^I^'R 1.U32 that 
any mvenuon disclosed but rK)t claimed in the reference was derived from the inventor of this 
applicanon and is thus not the inveiUion "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CA'K 



1.131. 
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HowcTS teaches an ultrafiltratKHi vessel comprising a vessel having an interior wall (col 2 line 
64- col 3 line 23 and hg 10 A-D) with an outlet port (38, hg 5), an ultratlltration membrane covering 
the port (col 4 lines 35-40), and the membrane having skin-to-skin seal ettective to cover a tull area 
oFthe vessel wall (col 3 lines 5-16 - when the halves are joined as described, they fomi a skin-to-skin 
seal ot the membrane) as m instant claim(s) 7. The vessel comprises tlrst and second halves (see tig 
10 A-D, 13 A-I-) '.md over-molded body portions holding the halves together as in instant claim(s) 9. 
The half vessels are symmetric as in instant claim(s) 10 (see fig 10 A-B). The vessel first half lias a 
port and second half has a retentate reser\'oir positioned as a dead-stop reservoir m relation to the 
port (see col 1 1 lines 1-27, 32-tlg 9, t~ig 12 A,B) as in instant claim(s) 11. The reser\-C)ir is positioned 
to have pipette access in a substantially conical tip without contacting the membnine as in instant 
claim(s) 12 (col 8 lines 25-35). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC % 103 

I'he following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Ottlce action: 

(a) A patent mav tiot be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descnbcd as set iorth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences Ixaueen the subject matter souglit to be patented and the pnor art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been ol)vious at the time the invention was made to a person having ord in an' 
skill m the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patent al)ility shall !iot be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention u as made. 

'Ihc factual inquiries set forth in C.rahum \, John Dmv f a, 383 L'.S. 1, 148 USP(^ 459 (1966), 
that are apj^lied for establishing a background for determining ol)viousness under 35 LJ.SX]. l()3(a) 



are summarized as tollow^s: 



1. 

2. 
3. 



Determining the scope and contents ot the prior art. 

Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue 
Resolving the level of ordinar\- skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. (;onsid(Ting objective evidence prest^nt in the application indicann^e, obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

1. Claim 6 is re)ccted under 35 U.S.C. l()3(a) as being unpatentable over Bowers (937) in view ot 
Uandgrebe et al (US 6,420,435 Bl). 

Bowers teaches an ultratlltration vessel comprising a vessel having an interior w^all, an outlet 
port and ultrafiltration membrane covering the port (see hg 1-3). 

Bowers (937) does not teach regenerated cellulose tor the interior wall. Landgrebe teaches 
using regenerated cellulose tor making molded vessels (fig l,coi 4 lines 43-31, col 10 lines 34-61). It 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invennon to have the tlltration 
vessel wall made of regenerated cellulose as taught by l/andgrebe m the teaching of Bowers tor a 
hardened body of the vessel. Regarding . . cellulosic surf ice effective to minimizing adsorption on 
said wall it is an inherent property of the regenerated cellulose material, llie express, implicit, 
and inherent disclosures of a prior art reference may be relied upon in the rejection ot claims under 
33 U.S.C. 102 or 103. "The inherent teaching of a pnor art reference, a question of fact, arises both 
in the context of anncipation and obviousness." in re Napier, 35 \\^d 610, 613, 34 USP(^2d 1782, 
1784 (bed. Cir. 1995) (affirmed a 33 U.S.C. 103 re)ecnon based in part on inherent disclosure in one 
( ) f th e re fere n ces) . 

2. Claim 8 is rejected under 33 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bowers (937) in view ot 
Manns (US 4,948,442). 

Bowers teaches all the limitanons of claim 8 as in claim 7 above except the crush seal tor the 
skin-to-skin of the cellulosic membrane. Such a seal is taught by Manns (col 4 lines 40 50). It would 
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he (ihvious to one of ordin.iry skill in the art at tlu- tune of invention to use the teaching of Manns in 
the teaching of Bowers for leak-tight seals and prevent "cross talk"(see Manns col 2 lines 4-10). 

Conchmon 

Any inquiry concerning this ccnnmunication or earlier communications trom the examiner 
should be directed to Knshnan S Mcnon whose telephone number is 703-305-3999. The examiner 
can nomrally he reached on 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner s supervisor, 
Wanda L Walker can be reached on 703-308-0457. llie fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703 872^9310 for regular communications and 
703-872-931 1 for .\fter lanal communications. 

Anv inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the recepnonist whose telephone number is 703-308-066L 



Krishnan Menon 
Patent b'.xammer 

March 10, 2003 ^LA^'ALKg 



